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The President. I’ve already done that. I’ve
already made my pitch, if you will.

Prime Minister Kok. And Mr. President,
if we don’t buy them, we remain a great
country.

The President. That’s right. We have—
you know, our relationship with the Dutch,
it’s a very—it’s a deep and broad and com-
plex one. There are a lot of things involved
in it, and this is just one part of it. We are
allies in every sense of the word, in so many
ways. And we have to continue to work to-
gether. There are a lot of problems in Europe
and beyond that require our cooperation and
our mutual support. And of course, we have
a terrific commercial relationship as well. So
we have a lot riding on this relationship, and
no single element of it can be allowed to de-
fine it.

U.N. Peacekeeping Forces

Q. [Inaudible]—about U.N. peacekeeping
forces that may be in jeopardy because of
the attitude of the Republican Party?

The President. Well, I don’t agree with
the attitude of the party with regard to the
peacekeeping forces in Bosnia and with re-
gard to at least some of what I’ve seen in
the House of Representatives on peacekeep-
ing generally. I believe the United States
should participate in peacekeeping. I think
we should pay our way. I think we should
continue to be a strong force there.

With regard to Bosnia, I think we should—
the United States should support the Contact
Group and should support those countries
that do have their soldiers on the ground and
at risk there. And we have said, for example,
if we had to withdraw, if UNPROFOR col-
lapsed, we would try to do our part to help
people get out of Bosnia safely. But I think
it would be a mistake for the United States
to go off on its own and start making inde-
pendent Bosnia policy. We don’t have our
soldiers there. The Europeans do have sol-
diers there; the Canadians have soldiers
there. They have put their lives at risk. We
have spent a lot of money in Bosnia, and we
have supported from air and sea and from
our hospital in Croatia, and a lot of other
ways we’ve supported the operation of the
U.N. in Bosnia.

Q. So you’re with our Prime Minister and
against the Republicans in this matter?

The President. That’s correct. That’s es-
sentially——

Q. [Inaudible]
The President. [Inaudible]—Constitu-

tion——
Q. [Inaudible]
The President. There has to be a dif-

ference of opinion in the United States or
you’re on the long end of it—you’re in the
right position. [Laughter]

NOTE: The exchange began at 10:27 a.m. in the
Oval Office at the White House. A tape was not
available for verification of the content of this ex-
change.

The President’s News Conference
With Prime Minister Kok of The
Netherlands
February 28, 1995

The President. Please be seated. Wel-
come. It’s indeed a pleasure to welcome
Prime Minister Kok to the White House.
Since the days of our Revolutionary War
when The Netherlands gave shelter to John
Paul Jones’ ships, The Netherlands has con-
sistently been one of our most valued and
trusted allies.

I also have warm personal recognition, Mr.
Prime Minister, of your country. I last visited
it a few years ago when I was Governor of
Arkansas, and I hope I have a chance to visit
it again. In the meanwhile, I’m glad we had
the opportunity to return the hospitality
today.

The Prime Minister comes here at a very
important time, when we are seeking to work
together to meet the challenges of the post-
cold-war era. One of the most vital issues
we discussed is the effort to build a more
integrated, more secure Europe, to ensure
that democracy and prosperity grow strong
in the years ahead. We reaffirmed our inten-
tion to press ahead with the enlargement of
NATO to include Europe’s new democracies.

The Netherlands is playing a leading role
in building bridges to these new democ-
racies. It was the first NATO nation to host
a Partnership For Peace exercise on its own
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soil, something for which we are very appre-
ciative.

We also agreed that in parallel with this
expansion NATO must develop close and
strong ties with Russia. We share a vision
of European security that embraces a demo-
cratic Russia.

The Prime Minister and I discussed a
broad range of issues, including our interest
in continuing to expand trade between our
two nations. Not many people know just how
rich our partnership is. The Netherlands is
our eighth largest trading partner. And the
Dutch people obviously think the American
economy is a good bet because they have in-
vested more in the United States than anyone
except Britain and Japan. I hope this trading
relationship will continue to grow with our
friendship in the years ahead.

During our talks, we also agreed on the
importance of indefinite extension of the Nu-
clear Non-proliferation Treaty to prevent the
spread of nuclear weapons. We reviewed our
joint efforts in the Caribbean where we are
working together to combat narcotics traf-
ficking.

I want to thank the Prime Minister and
all the people of The Netherlands, especially,
for the support they have given to our com-
mon efforts to restore democracy in Haiti,
a truly remarkable success story to date. No
other European nation has been as forthcom-
ing at every stage of this endeavor, from
sending ships for sanctions enforcement, to
the police monitors in the multinational
force, to the Dutch Marines, who are part
of the U.N. mission. Like their involvement
in the peacekeeping in the former Yugo-
slavia, this vital help to the people of Haiti
writes yet another chapter in the great Dutch
tradition of supporting humanitarian relief
efforts in human rights around the world.

When I spoke 2 weeks ago at the Iwo Jima
Memorial commemoration, I admired once
again the wonderful gift that The Nether-
lands gave us in thanks in part for our part
in liberating their country in World War II,
the wonderful Netherlands Carillon. Today,
I want to thank the Prime Minister and the
people of The Netherlands for renovating
and updating the Carillon, which is now re-
ceiving a 50th bell. This is the gift that I have
here. Now, as the Prime Minister reminded

me, some of the bells are as big as he and
I are. But this 50th bell, which I assure you,
it’s been over in the Oval Office for a day
or so, and we have all lifted it, it’s quite heavy
and quite wonderful, and we thank him for
this.

Bells have rung out the news of victory
and liberty for centuries. As we move forward
to meet the challenges of this new century,
it is fitting that we and our Dutch friends
will be reminded of the common cause we
shared 50 years ago by the sound of this
beautiful new bell. May it also be sounding
50 years from now and even beyond.

Mr. Prime Minister.
Prime Minister Kok. Thank you very

much, Mr. President. Let me, first of all, ex-
press my gratitude and, too, the gratitude of
Minister for Foreign Affairs Van Mierlo to
be here. Having been here at this official
working visit, this visit underlined once and
again the close links and the excellent co-
operation and relation between our two
countries, both on a bilateral basis and also
in the international framework. And so I want
to thank you for that occasion.

You said three words about this bell. In-
deed, this is one of the smallest ones we have.
But it’s number 50; number 50 in a row. And
this symbolizes, with the words ‘‘Freedom’’
and ‘‘Friendship’’ on it, it symbolizes how
grateful we still are and have remained, for
the way in which the United States and the
United States’ soldiers participated in liberat-
ing our continent, liberating our country.
And I will be proud to see and to hear from
far away, from in The Netherlands when, on
the 5th of May of this year——

The President. We will ring——
Prime Minister Kok. —the day where, 50

years ago, The Netherlands were freed, that
the bells will ring. All the bells will ring, and
that symbolizes then, again, our friendship.

Coming back to the main purpose of our
talks and our visit, the President indicated
the subjects that have been discussed. I think
we live in a world where cooperation, part-
nership, and leadership is more necessary
than ever before. In this world, we in The
Netherlands participate in European co-
operation. We want to strengthen the Euro-
pean Union. We want to expand the Euro-
pean Union. We want to offer perspective
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to the peoples of the Central and Eastern
European countries that they can be part of
our integrated European Union. And we
want to work on the security architecture to-
gether with the United States.

We are convinced—Europeans—but I’m
even more convinced that without trans-
atlantic cooperation, European integration at
the end will not be successful. So we need
each other. We need the United States in
that role, and we want to strengthen our
identity in Europe also in this field, foreign
policy, security policy, but together with the
United States.

And I want to end by saying that especially
in this time, the role in which you, Mr. Presi-
dent, use the word ‘‘leadership,’’ the way in
which you are prepared to take the lead in
going the way into the right direction in the
universal context is impressive and encourag-
ing because we need each other. We need
strong and good cooperation between Eu-
rope and the United States. We need leader-
ship.

Sometimes I’m a little bit concerned about
tendencies in American society where you
get the impression—but I’m only here for
a few days—you get the impression that
there is a certain tendency towards isolation-
ism, stepping somewhat back from the inter-
national scene. And that would be very
riskful, to put it mildly. That would be very
riskful, because responsibility and leadership
is a necessity now and forever.

Thank you very much.
The President. We’ll begin with one ques-

tion from an American journalist, and then
we’ll alternate between the American and the
Dutch journalists who are here.

Iran
Q. Mr. President, what can you tell us

about the presence, or non-presence of mis-
siles at the—of the Persian Gulf?

The President. I can tell you that basically
what General Shalikashvili said is accurate,
and it’s a situation that we’re monitoring very
closely. The missiles are rather old. As you
know, they’ve been here for some time, in
the possession of the Iranians. And we are
monitoring them, trying to evaluate exactly
everything we need to know about them. But
we’re on top of the situation, and we think

there is no undue cause for concern at this
moment.

United Nations Peacekeeping
Q. I have a question for the Prime Min-

ister and the President. First, the President.
The Prime Minister has expressed deep con-
cern about the debate in this city of scaling
down the American contribution to U.N.
peacekeeping operations. Especially the Re-
publicans are pushing hard this idea. But
when it comes to this point, who is respon-
sible, though, the Republicans on Capitol
Hill, or the President of the United States?

And to the Prime Minister: Which Wash-
ington did you like the best, the Washington
of Dole, who you met yesterday, or the
Washington of President Bill Clinton?

Prime Minister Kok. I will have to think
about my answer. So, first, perhaps the Presi-
dent. [Laughter]

The President. You asked him the right
question in the wrong way, so I’ll try to fill
up some time so he thinks of a clever answer.
[Laughter]

Well, let me say our Congress has voted
already. It’s a matter of American law to re-
duce our peacekeeping contribution from 31
percent down to 25 percent, more in line
with our world share of GDP, although it’s
smaller than that.

Nonetheless—and that was done before
the last elections. And it was a part of an
agreement I reached with the Congress that
at least secured the money that we owed
when I became President in back debts to
the U.N. The United States was the biggest
debtor to the U.N. We owed money, and I
was trying to get the money and trying to
move forward.

Now, we have been very active in support-
ing reforms of U.N. practices, in which I
think we are in accord with, with The Neth-
erlands on that. And we wanted to pay our
dues, and we want to stay active in peace-
keeping—at least our administration does. I
appreciated what the Prime Minister said. A
lot of Americans are, understandably, con-
cerned about their own problems in the eco-
nomic and other challenges we have here at
home. But we cannot afford to walk away
from not only the obligations but the oppor-
tunities to work together with other countries
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to solve problems before they get more se-
vere and before the United States could be
dragged in at greater costs in treasure and
in human life.

So I very much support the comments the
Prime Minister made. I have tried to keep
the United States actively engaged with Eu-
rope, with Asia, with Latin America, and in-
deed with the entire globe in pursuing an
aggressive strategy of promoting democracy
and freedom and peace and prosperity. And
that will continue to be my policy. It is a
policy that under our Constitution I can pur-
sue as long as I am the President. But the
Congress does have the ability to appropriate
or fail to appropriate money. That is their
job under our Constitution.

So that will answer most of your questions
when you think about these conflicts coming
up and what the United States can and can-
not do. If I have a difference of opinion with
them, if it relates to the appropriation of
money, that’s their first job. If it relates to
the conduct of foreign policy under the Con-
stitution, that’s my primary job.

U.S. Debate on Foreign Involvement
Prime Minister Kok. Now comes a dif-

ficult question. Well, let me tell you this. I’m
not here to compare. I’m here to listen and
to debate. And I’m grateful that the Presi-
dent of the United States explains his policies
and his position in the way he did in our
meeting.

In addition to this, I want to say this: We,
to a certain extent, also see in other parts
of the world, including The Netherlands,
these tendencies of—in the period where the
old enemy, communism, is not there any-
more, after the cold war—certain tendency
where perhaps a responsibility for inter-
national solutions of international problems
is not always put high enough on the agenda.
So it’s not just an American discussion. Of
course, in America, the discussion is more
important than elsewhere because of the size
of your country, you’re a continent in itself,
and because of the consequences if the
United States would abstain from playing
that active and prominent role.

So the lesson I draw from this short visit,
and also from the short meeting yesterday
with Senator Dole, is that we have to discuss

and debate much more also with the Repub-
licans, because I could imagine that quite
some Senators and Members of the House
are just a little bit unaware of the responsibil-
ity that has to be taken in order to solve the
number of huge international problems.

Perhaps some Senators and Members of
the House are not fully aware of what is the
real situation in former Yugoslavia, what the
situation, for example, of Dutch troops, Blue
Helmets, is, and what the consequences
would be of a unilateral arms embargo lift
where, of course, we here again today heard
that the American President would not agree
with.

But I think this type of debate, of debate
with the Americans, also the Americans from
the Republican side, is necessary. And I’m
ready with my government to invest also in
that type of contact, because the wrongest
solution for problems is drawing your back
to each other. We have to discuss—and I’m
glad, as I said before, that between the Presi-
dent of the U.S. and the Dutch Government
there’s a close similarity in view, vision, and
perspective.

Q. Mr. President——
The President. One, two, three. I’ll get

to all of you. Go ahead. [Laughter]

Balanced Budget Amendment
Q. Virtually every major economist, with

the exception of Milton Friedman, has said,
in effect, that the balanced budget amend-
ment is, in effect, a crackpot idea that could
bring back the kinds of policies that triggered
the Great Depression. Yet it seems to be
benefiting from a political stampede on Cap-
itol Hill. How do you account——

The President. Not yet—hasn’t passed
yet. It’s hanging in the balance.

Q. If it does pass in the Senate later today,
will you lead a campaign to block ratification
by the States?

The President. Well, first of all, I will
say—I will keep on saying what I’ve been
saying. The only argument for it is the argu-
ment that many people who helped to create
the problem we’ve got are making, which is
that we can’t help ourselves unless the Con-
stitution makes us make a change.

We never had a chronic deficit problem
before 1981. Our country was not into the
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business of permanent deficits, although we
slipped into—we were undisciplined in the
seventies, but not chronically so. Then in ’81
and ’82, and then again in ’86 we made a
series of decisions which gave us a perma-
nent deficit. That needs to be corrected.
We’ve made major steps in the last 2 years
in correcting it.

The American people are right to want it
corrected. But if we solve the so-called struc-
tural deficit problem, the permanent deficit
problem, with the balanced budget amend-
ment, then the next time we have a recession,
it could make it much worse. That’s why all
the economists of all political stripes are
against it.

And I’ll just keep making that point and
keep urging the Republicans—tomorrow,
what happens tomorrow, however this vote
comes out today? I’ve been here 770 days,
and I want the members of the other party
to propose and vote for something that will
reduce the deficit. That has not happened
yet. And I want them to work with me. I
will work with them in good faith to do more.
That’s what we ought—that’s what the peo-
ple hired us to do. They want us to make
the decisions. If we do that, we can dem-
onstrate that the amendment is not needed,
but that we must get rid of this sort of perma-
nent deficit that we built into our economy
starting in the early eighties.

Balanced Budget and the United Nations
Q. Mr. President, I have a question on bal-

anced budget of the United Nations. The ob-
vious question of your leadership in foreign
policy will be whether you will veto that na-
tion that will diminish contribution to a U.N.
peacekeeping. Will you do that?

The President. First of all, it’s already in
our law that we cannot—that we must ratch-
et down our contributions on a regular basis.
Now, we also do other things, like what we
did in Haiti with the multinational force, that
we don’t believe should be counted against
that. But I will do everything I can to keep
the United States involved in the United Na-
tions in peacekeeping and to keep us sup-
porting an active role in the world.

I believe the American people understand
that we’re better off having these burdens
shared with all the nations of the world, try-

ing to nip these problems in the bud and
that if we walk away, as some suggest we
should in our Congress, and don’t spend any
money on this, all we’re going to do is make
the world’s problems worse, make other
countries behave in a more irresponsible
way, and wind up dragging American soldiers
and American wealth into deeper and deeper
problems that could be avoided if we have
a responsible, disciplined approach to burden
sharing and peacekeeping. So that’s what I’m
going to try to do.

Iraq
Q. I wonder if you’ve had a chance to talk

about sanctions against Iraq and whether or
not—there’s a sense out there that the inter-
national community is willing to stand with
the U.S. to keep them in place, especially
because of what we’re hearing from Russia
and France on pulling back.

The President. Actually, we did not dis-
cuss that today. You know what my position
is. My position is that there are a whole set
of rules that Iraq must comply with before
the sanctions could be lifted, and they
haven’t been. They shouldn’t be lifted. That’s
what my position is.

‘‘Apache’’ Helicopters
Q. Mr. President, did you convince the

Dutch Prime Minister that The Netherlands
should buy the Apache helicopter? [Laugh-
ter] And, Prime Minister, have you already
made a decision after you talked with the
President?

The President. Well, maybe I can let him
off the hook. He said that the decision had
not been made, and I reaffirmed my convic-
tion about two things: one, the high quality
of the American helicopters, and second, the
importance of having very good and inter-
operable equipment for NATO allies gen-
erally. I made the appropriate points in the
appropriate way. The Prime Minister lis-
tened, made some good responses and made
it clear that no decision had been made yet.

Bosnia and Croatia
Q. Did you assure the Prime Minister that

the U.S. would take part in any possible with-
drawal of U.N. peacekeepers from Croatia,
if necessary?
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The President. Croatia and what?
Q. Croatia with U.S. troops? Would U.S.

troops help bring them out, if necessary?
The President. Let me, first of all, say,

we did not discuss that explicitly. You know,
the United States has—I guess we ought to
get this clear—the United States has commit-
ted explicitly and has a plan for helping on
the troops in Bosnia. And one of the reasons
that the Dutch have been so strong in believ-
ing we should not unilaterally lift the arms
embargo is that they have troops in and
around Srebrenica, I think——

Prime Minister Kok. Right.
The President. And perhaps the most vul-

nerable of all of the United Nations troops
are the Dutch. They have really been brave.
They’ve stuck their necks out. They have pre-
vented much more bloodshed and saved a
lot of lives. And that’s why they’re against
the unilateral lift of the arms embargo, be-
cause they know what could happen not only
to their own troops but, if they are compelled
to withdraw, what could happen in that frag-
ile area. And we all remember it wasn’t so
long ago when that whole area was given up
for lost and now hasn’t been.

Now, we have gone through that. We’re
still doing our best to preserve the U.N. mis-
sion and presence in Croatia. We may not
be able to persuade President Tudjman and
his government to do that. We have, there-
fore, not articulated a clear position. Obvi-
ously, we feel a great obligation to all of our
allies who are in UNPROFOR who are in
vulnerable positions. But I want to say that
we have not at this moment explicitly em-
braced a plan, consulted with the congres-
sional leadership, and ratified it. But obvi-
ously, we are just as concerned about the
U.N. forces in Croatia as those in Bosnia,
but the decisionmaking process is at a dif-
ferent point.

U.S. Debate on Foreign Involvement
Q. The Prime Minister is very concerned

about what he perceives as isolationist ten-
dencies in American society. Do you share
those concerns? Do you think there is a dan-

ger that the United States may abdicate its
role as a world leader?

The President. Yes, I share the concerns.
No, I don’t think the United States will abdi-
cate its role as a world leader. I share the
concerns because—for two reasons: One is,
a lot of our people here know that the cold
war is over, know that most Americans have
worked hard for more than a decade now
without any appreciable increase in their liv-
ing standards, and would like to see us focus
on our problems here at home in ways that
make progress on our economic and social
problems.

I believe that we have to make progress
on our economic and social problems, but
I don’t believe that over the long run we can
really solve our own problems at home unless
we are also operating in a world that’s more
peaceful, more democratic, and more pros-
perous. The only way a wealthy country like
The Netherlands or the United States grows
wealthier is if there is growth in the world,
and we trade into it, and we work our way
into it.

So we have a very clear personal interest
that does not permit us to be isolationists.
And if we—we could get away with being
isolationists for a couple of years, and then
pretty soon, we’d be spending even more of
our money on military involvement, cleaning
up foreign problems, and dealing with the
consequences of our neglect.

So I believe that we will resolve these ten-
sions and debates by reaffirming America’s
leadership in the world. And that is my deter-
mination. That is what I’m committed to
doing and why I’m so grateful for the Prime
Minister’s presence here in the United States
and for his words and for the leadership and
the example that The Netherlands have set
in this area.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President’s 87th news conference
began at 12:55 p.m. in the Cross Hall at the White
House. In his remarks, he referred to President
Franco Tudjman of the Republic of Croatia.
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Memorandum on Narcotics
Producing and Transit Countries
February 28, 1995

Presidential Determination No. 95–15

Memorandum for the Secretary of State

Subject: Certifications for Major Narcotics
Producing and Transit Countries

By virtue of the authority vested in me by
section 490(b)(1)(A) of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961, as amended, (‘‘the Act’’),
I hereby determine and certify that the fol-
lowing major drug producing and/or major
drug transit countries/dependent territories
have cooperated fully with the United States,
or taken adequate steps on their own, to
achieve full compliance with the goals and
objectives of the 1988 United Nations Con-
vention Against Illicit Traffic in Narcotic
Drugs and Psychotropic Substances:

The Bahamas, Brazil, China, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Guatemala, Haiti,
Hong Kong, India, Jamaica, Laos, Ma-
laysia, Mexico, Panama, Taiwan, Thai-
land, Venezuela, and Vietnam.

By virtue of the authority vested in me by
section 490(b)(1)(B) of the Act, I hereby de-
termine that it is in the vital national interests
of the United States to certify the following
countries:

Bolivia, Colombia, Lebanon, Pakistan,
Paraguay, and Peru.

Information on these countries, as re-
quired under section 490(b)(3) of the Act,
is attached.

I have determined that the following major
producing and/or major transit countries do
not meet the standards set forth in section
490(b):

Afghanistan, Burma, Iran, Nigeria, and
Syria.

I have made these determinations, taking
into account the factors set forth in section
490 of the Act, and based on the information
contained in the International Narcotics
Control Strategy Report of 1995. Because the
performance of these countries varies, I have
attached an explanatory statement in each
case.

You are hereby authorized and directed to
report this determination to the Congress im-

mediately and to publish it in the Federal
Register.

William J. Clinton

NOTE: This memorandum was released by the Of-
fice of the Press Secretary on March 1.

Message to the Congress
Transmitting a Report on National
Security Strategy
February 28, 1995

To the Congress of the United States:
As required by section 603 of the Gold-

water-Nichols Department of Defense Reor-
ganization Act of 1986, I am transmitting a
report on the National Security Strategy of
the United States.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
February 28, 1995.

NOTE: This message was released by the Office
of the Press Secretary on March 1.

Statement on the Food Stamp
Program Antifraud Initiative
March 1, 1995

I am very pleased that USDA is presenting
this comprehensive proposal to Congress
today.

With this package, we are saying to the
Congress that we expect the Food Stamp
Program to continue to get food to people
who need it but that we will not tolerate
criminals who defraud the system and seek
to profit from the hunger of others.

Over the past 2 years, this administration
has made restoring public trust in Govern-
ment a top priority. As part of our com-
prehensive strategy to reinvent the Food
Stamp Program, we are today asking Con-
gress for broad new powers, comprised of
13 specific items, to counterattack those who
have exploited the program.

This administration has made clear our op-
position to block grants for our nutrition pro-
grams. With this tough, workable antifraud
initiative, we are ensuring that the Food
Stamp Program will earn the public trust,
and continue to help people who need it.
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